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U.. ~ ~s whenever possible. 

SENDER (Originstor of message): 
Use brief, informal language. 
Conserve space. 

Subject: Forward original and one copy. 

RCRA Investigation Mesa, i'f&EIVER (Replier td fi'I8SM(J8): 
Reply below the message, keep one 

3A copy, return one copy. 

DATE OF MESSAGE ROUTING SYMBOL 

From : ~fzS/J?:; 

To 

Philip Babel, Chief 
Waste Programs Rranch T-2 

F.nclosed is a RCRA investigation report for Talley Defensr 
Systems. I conducted this inspection as an overview of the nt>w 
State Inspectors. The State provided me their inspection report 
and 1 am providing them mine, along with some critical remarks. 
nalr ~nrlerson, the State Inspector, included the surface impoundment 
rr,rLicn ot the State's Checklist. He is interpreting Plant 3 
as h•!ing storage in a surface impoundment (804) as wel'·l as 
treAtcmPnt other (T03) (open burning). I don't think that their 
OJ;P rat ion at Plant 3 would meet the definition of a surface 
i~poundment particularly in light of the fact that the wet wastP 
(~ropellent) is not RCRA hazardous. It basically is hydrated 
ammonium perchlorate and does not meet the definition of the PCRA 
ch0ractPristics. When it dries, it becomes ignitable and is 
tn-:ah"cl hy hurning. I explainedR~e situation to Bob Kayser at 
FPA-HO (FTS 3H2-453~). After he spoke with others at EPA-HQ, 
he ph0ned back t0 Sny that the burn pit did not tl)fiet the oefinition . '""'---., 
or an 1mpouncl:rnent. -·. 

thru· T · Rro1e T-l-2 Kl,~i~en bhimm1n: Chief 
~ield Operations Branch T-3 
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